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COlfCBlQfING THE "CONSENSUS AGRBIlMBNT"

The Ad Hoc Alliance for Public Access to 911 ("Alliance") 1, by

under signed counsel, hereby replies to the comments submitted2

in response to the Commission's request for additional comments

concerning the "Consensus 3Agreement". In its comments, the

2

The members of the Alliance are: Alliance for Technology Access, Arizona
Consumer League, National Consumers League, World Institute on Disability, National
Emergency Number Association - California Chapter, Crime Victims United, Justice for
Murder Victims, California Cellular Phone Owners Association, Florida Consumer Fraud
Watch, Center for Public Interest Law, Consumer Action, Consumer Coalition of
California, Consumers First, California Alliance for Consumer Protection,
Californians Against Regulatory Excess, The Office of Communication of the United
Church of Christ, Utility Consumer Action Network, Children's Advocacy Institute and
Honorable Donald Vial (past president of the California Public Utilities
Commission) .

Comments were submitted by 5 cellular carriers, 2 cellular trade
associations, 1 private carrier trade association, 2 law firms representing private
and commercial system operators, 3 manufacturers, one consumer group, the Alliance,
and several other interested persons.
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Cellular
The word "consensus" is a presumptuous misnomer. See comments from: Rural
Association, p. 1 ("Contrary to the implication of its name, this
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Alliance urged the Commission to reject that part of the agreement

which allows cellular carriers to restrict access to 911 service.

(Page 5, "9-1-1 availability (Par. 41)). We pointed out that the

it is in the public interest to require that every 911 call from

every cell phone be completed promptly. We pointed out that the

participation of public safety agencies in the so called

"Consensus Agreement," appeared to be the result of either

misinformation from the industry, or undue pressure from the

industry based on such misinformation. The Alliance also pointed

out the urgent need for a rule requiring that the strongest

available signal carry any 911 call made from a cell phone.

There is no credible information contained in any of the

comments submitted on the proposed "Consensus Agreement" that

would justify allowing any carrier to limit access to 911

emergency service only to "service initialized mobile radio

'Consensus Agreement' does not represent an all-inclusive industry position".);
Nextel, p. 2, fn 2; BellSouth, p. 3; PCIA, p.l, ("the Agreement was drafted by only
a small portion of the parties responsible for its implementation"); and, Ad Hoc
Rural Cellular Coalition, p. 2. ("While CTIA represents a segment of the wireless
industry, it does not represent the industry as a whole.")
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handsets in a home service area or a subscribed-to roamed service

area ... "

There is no dispute concerninq the critical ~rtance of 911
access from cellular sys~s . The public interest
unquestionably requires cell carriers to provide prompt,
unrestricted access to the nation's emerqency 911 system.

The fundamental purpose of the Federal Communications

Commission is to make radio service available to all of the

people of the United States, at reasonable charges, "for the

purpose of promotion of safety of life and property. The

importance of 911 and enhanced 911 service to the health and

4safety of the American public cannot be overstated."

In earlier comments we had the exemplary standard of public

service set by GTE Mobilnet who processes all emergency calls

"from any handset, even if not service initialized. ,,5 Now we

4
AMTA Comments, p. 4. AMTA went on to state: "It is also apparent that 911

access from cellular systems is highly valuable. The Commission has noted the
increasing number of 911 calls initiated by users of cellular telephones, as well as
the rapidly growing number of those subscribers. The practice of using cellular
units for that purpose has been encouraged by both local government entities and
cellular operators and has worked effectively, in large part because cellular users
view their phones as personal communications devices that are wireless extensions of
their own phone systems."

5
GTE comments of December 15, 1995, p. 2.
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have another, Vanguard, who "has demonstrated its own commitment

to emergency services by permitting any caller with an activated

cellular telephone in Vanguard territory to reach emergency

services by dialing 911.,,6 However, an unfortunate example of a

7carrier that feels no such commitment is BellSouth, which is one

of those cell carriers who block emergency 911 calls from

"unauthorized" users. Its rationalization for this iniquitous

conduct is that "processing of 911 calls, regardless of the status

of the cellular telephone used to place the call, would create the

potential for fraudulent and prank 911 calls."B BellSouth

contends that this potential exists "[d]ue to the interconnection

and hand-off problems associated with a unsubscribed/uninitialized

handset. ,,9 In this context it appears that BellSouth defines a

6

7

"unsubscribed/uninitialized" handset as one that has no Mobile

Vanguard Comments, p. 2. In footnote 2, Vanguard goes on to state that it
"transmits 911 calls even when it has terminated a customer for non-payment or when
a roaming customer's underlying carrier is delinquent in its account.

BellSouth acknowledges that "wireless users roam not only between
neighboring wireless markets but also throughout the nation." (emphasis added). p.
8.

B

9

BellSouth comments, p. 10.

BellSouth comments, p. 11.
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Identification Number ("MIN") The Alliance believes that this

argument is a pretense for denying emergency access to the

nation's 911 system from users who are not paying BellSouth a

subscription fee for full cellular service. However, in order to

obviate this "problem" the Alliance suggests that the Commission

require all cell carriers to connect promptly and unconditionally

any 911 call from any mobile radio handset with a unique MIN. Such

provision would replace the requirement set forth under the

heading 9-1-1

Agreement."

availability" on page 5 of the "Consensus

What is a reasonable cost for access to the nation's 911
10_rqency syst.a?

US WEST suggested that "Phase I cost recovery issue may be

resolved by the simple expedient of applying to wireless customers

the same E911 surcharge imposed on many landline customers. ,,11

The Alliance suggested that the same measure ($.75 per month) be

10

11

The cell carriers typically pay the LEe $.10 - . 15 per month for a
cell phone telephone number.

US WEST Comments, p. 6.
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12used. An alternate gauge would be the $12 per year that is

charged for roadside call boxes, which amount includes a telephone

number. The Alliance also proposed that the Commission take into

account the facts that the cell carriers have received the use of

billions of dollars worth of spectrum for free and that they are

likely to receive other revenues from the deployment of E911

technology (ALI) in determining a reasonable amount of public

funds to be given to construct and operate E911 services. In any

event, it is obvious that the total amount of public and/or user

funds paid over to cell carriers and PSAPs, on a per subscriber

basis, should be something less than $.75 to $1 per month.

Various suggestions were made concerning the method of

collection of these costs. The Alliance suggested that the full

amount of the surcharge be collected at the time of the sale of

each cell phone. This approach will give the PSAP some up front

capital necessary to construct the facilities they need to handle

the increasing 911 cell phone traffic. There were other

suggestions as well. The Alliance believes, however, that which

12
Alliance comments, p. 10.
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ever alternative, or combination of alternatives, are selected,

13they should be federally mandated.

Th. last vestiqes of the tactics of stall and delay have been
discredited by the contradictions in the COlBlents filed by
wirel.ss carriers.

US WEST states that "[t]here is now little question that

[pseudo-ANI and ANI] can be made available in relatively short

order ... 14 GTE 15 and NEXTEL16 agree. As the Alliance pointed out

in its comments, ANI information is already being provided to

PSAPs in Rochester, New York and Seattle, Washington. 17

KSI states that "location technologies exist today that are

capable of meeting the accuracy standards proposed by the NPRM and

18the Consensus Agreement." NEXTEL believes that five years is "a

reasonable time frame for implementation, given the fact that the

13
RCA comments, p. 6.

14
US WEST Comments, p. 4.

15
GTE comments, p. 3.

16
Nextel comments, p. 8.

17
The Alliance comments, p. 16.

18
KSI comments, p. 2.
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technology to achieve such location reliability remains to be

defined. ,,19

In contrast is BellSouth who contends that "it is still

premature to adopt specific requirements and timetables for the

provision of E911 . ,,20servlces. BellSouth wants more study, more

consultation, more delay. US WEST also wants these issues to be

"addressed by local or regional negotiations between impacted

public safety organizations and impacted carriers. ,,21 More delay.

Furthermore, the US WEST proposal plays into the problem

described by Vanguard which "now faces the prospect of different

sets of 911 requirements for each state. ,,22 As the Alliance

pointed out in its comments these issues have been pending since

late 1992! 23 It is very, very clear that more stalling, and more

delay is not the in the public interest.

19
Nextel comments, p. 5 - 6.

20
BellSouth comments, p. l.

21
US WEST comments, p. 2.

22
Vanguard comments, p. 4.

23
The Alliance comments, p. 14.
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not now set the E911 goals the deployment of that technology will

not occur within a reasonable time.

There appear to be some instances where the deployment of

E911 technologies will not be feasible or effective today,

especially in rural areas. 24 However, five years is a long time

in terms of the rapid development of technology and it is

reasonable to believe that more and different solutions will

become available, especially if the Commission mandates a time

25frame and parameters of performance. The Alliance suggests that

the Commission handle those situations where E911 cannot be

deployed on a timely basis through a temporary waiver process.

It is not appropriate to limit the liability of the wireless
carriers.

US WEST states that "it would be most inequitable to hold

carriers (or their vendors) liable for mere negligence or

unintentional errors in providing a public service requested by

the government" ... "any deployment obligation on carriers should

be imposed only after the requesting public safety organization

24
See: RCA Comments, p. 3.

25
See for example

attached as "Attachment A".
the news article concerning GPS developments which is
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either agrees to indemnify carriers and their vendors for

negligence and unintended errors or obtains immunity for carriers

26and vendors."

Three vendors filed comments. None asked for immunity! The US

WEST proposal is incredible. They want to be paid for providing

E911 service but not to be held liable if they fail to do the job

properly! There is no reason whatsoever to insulate cell carriers

from their own misconduct. The Alliance does agree however, with

the comment that users should not be given a "false sense of

security" by the deployment of technology that is not always

effective. 27 GTE asks the Commission to "include explicit

language stating that wireless providers are not required to meet

the required location accuracy 100 percent of the time". 28 This is

a reasonable suggestion and the Alliance proposes that such

26
US WEST, Comments, p. 10. US WEST proposes that the Commission adopt the

following language: "A wireless carrier shall not be liable for any form of damages
resulting directly or indirectly from the total or partial failure of any
transmission or information to an emergency telephone service". Despite the
statement to the contrary in footnote 23, on page 10, such broad language would
include intentional or wanton or malicious conduct.

27
Concepts to Operations, Inc. comments, p. 3.

28
GTE comments, p. 6.
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information should be included in an education program for

consumers.

The Alliance proposal repre.ents a substantial ~rov...nt in
public safety and can be accomplished with a trivial software
chanqe.

A comment made by Motorola bears repeating:

"Motorola has consistently supported wireless access to
enhanced 911 (E911) services for both ethiel and economic
reasons. As a responsible member of the communications
industry, Motorola wants to see the most !4Yan0e4 life savina
c~ication. aqui..-nt _loved whenever technoloaically
and econoaically fea.ible. In addition, Motorola is well
aware that many individuals purchase CMRS equipment in order
to better ensure their personal safety."29

The Alliance has proposed that the Commission require all

future cell phones be equipped to select the strongest signal from

either the A side or B side carrier when 911 is dialed. This

small change will give the calling party the best chance to

complete an emergency call. The Alliance objective can be

accomplished with a trivial software change in the 30handset.

30

The attachments to the Alliance comments demonstrated how critical

this small change can be, especially in the instance of portable

29
Motorola Comments, p. 2.

Cell phones are already equipped to first scan for the strongest
signal on both the A and B side when powered up and the check to see what
limits have been imposed on usage for the cell carrier. e.g. "A side only."
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cell phones! It is respectfully suggested that "ethical" and

"responsible" members of the communications industry should not be

blocking access to the 911 system and not finding reasons to

refuse to deploy life saving technology which benefits the public

unless and until the cell carrier can extract a bottom line

profit. In our opinion, companies that engage in these tactics

31
should no longer be stewards of the public air waves.

COlfCLUSION

The Commission should adopt rules that provide the public with

prompt and unrestricted access to the nation's 911 emergency

system at a reasonable cost. The adoption of a mandated time

31

frame and specifications of accuracy for E911 enhancements as set

forth in the "Consensus Agreement" should be approved. The

Alliance favors short time periods and believes that a temporary

waiver process will be the best way of handling instances where

The Alliance realizes that the appropriate time to raise this issue
may be at license renew. However, it seems proper for the Commission to take
the opportunity in this proceeding to warn the Wireless Industry that such
factors may be considered at the time of license renewal.
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the cell carrier should be excused from meeting the set time for

deployment of E911 technology.

That portion of the "Consensus Agreement" on page 5, entitled

"9-1-1 availability" is the antithesis of availability of access

to the nation's 911 emergency system at a reasonable cost. This

portion of the "Consensus Agreement" should be rejected. In its

stead, the Commission should substitute the following:

"9-1-1 .v.i~_i~ity oe~~

unconditiona~~y connect any
handset with a unique MIN."

carriers shall promptly and
911 call from any mobile radio

32

The Commission will thus have accomplished the ANI/call back

objective without permitting cell carriers to block emergency

calls. 32

Respectfully Submitted

~_----=-:;z ____

----
Ad Hoc Alliance for Public Access to 911
By Samuel A. Simon
Counsel to the Alliance
901 15h St. NW Suite 230
Washington, DC 20005
(202) 408-0960

r~arch 11, 1996

The PSAP will be able to contact all cell phones with a MIN through
the local roamer port in the same manner as the cell carriers propose to
connect so-called "authorized" roamers.

13



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certifY that a copy of the foregoing "Reply Comments of the Ad Hoc Alliance for
Public Access to 911 Opposing Certain Provisions of the Consensus Agreement" were served this
11 th day ofMarch, 1996, by first class mail, postage prepaid, on the parties of the attached list.
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THE AD HOC TELECOMMUNICATIONS USERS COMMITIEE,
THE CALIFORNIA BANKERS CLEARING HOUSE AND
THE NEW YORK CLEARING HOUSE ASSOCIAnON
c/o James S. Blaszak

Ellen G. Block
Levine, Blaszak, Block &: Boothby
1300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

ADCOMM ENGINEERING COMPANY
clo Joseph P. Blaschka.. Jr., PE
14631 128th Avenue, N.E.
Woodinville, WA 98027

ALAMO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
clo AI J. Notzon ill
118 Broadway, Suite 400
San Antonio, TX 78205

ALLTEL MOBILE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
clo Gleun S. Rabin
655 15th Street, N.W.
Suite 220
Washington, D.C. 20005

AMERICAN MOBILE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION, INC.
c/o Elizabeth R. Sachs, Esq.
1150 18th Street, N.W.
Suite 250
Washington, D.C. 20036
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ADCOMM ENGINEERING COMPANY
c/o Joe Blaschka
14631 128th Avenue, N.E.
Woodlinville, WA 98072

BELL ATLANTIC
c/o Betsy L. Anderson
1320 N. Courthouse Road, 8th Floor
Arlington, VA 22206

BELLSOUTH CORPORATION,
BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATION, INC.
BELLSOUTH ENTERPRISES, INC.
BELLSOUTH CELLULAR CORP.
c/o Jim O. Llewellyn
115 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30309-3610

C.J. DRISCOLL & ASSOCIATES
2066 Dorado Drive
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275

CABLE PLUS
c/o Gary O'Malley
11400 S.E. 6th Street, Suite 120
Bellevue, WA 98004

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
c/o Thomas H. Bugbee
Telecommunications Branch
Information Technology Services
P.O. Box 2231
Downey, CA 90242

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
c/o G. Kevin Carruth
Planning and Construction Division
P.O. Box 942883
Sacramento, CA 94283-000 I

CONSTELLATION COIvlMUNICAnONS, INC.
c/o Robert A. Mazer
Albert Shuldiner
Vinson & Elkins L.L.P.
1455 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20004-1008
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PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CAUFORNIA AND
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE
c/o Ellen S. Levine
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES DIRECTORS
c/o Mark S. Johnson
EMS Communications Committee
1947 Camino Vida Roble
Suite 202
Carlsbad, CA 92008

CELLULAR NETWORKING PERSPECTIVES LID.
c/o David Crowe
636 Toronto Crescent, NW
Calgary, Alberta TIN 3Wl
CANADA

CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS
INDUSTRY ASSOCIATION (CTIA)
c/o Michael F. Altschul
1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20036

CMT PARTNERS
c/o Adam A. Andersen
651 Gateway Boulevard, 15th Floor
South San Francisco, CA 94080

COMSATCORPORATION
c/o Alicia A. McGlinchey
22300 Comsat Drive
Clarksburg, MD 20871

CONSUMERS FIRST AND THE AD HOC
ALLIANCE FOR PUBLIC ACCESS TO 911
c/o Jim Conran
P.O. Box 2346
Orinda, CA 94563



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
c/o Paul R. Schwedler

Carl W. Smith
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, DOD
DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS AGENCY
Code 001
701 S. Courthouse Road
Arlington, VA 22204

E.F. JOHNSON COMPANY
c/o Susan H.R. Jones
GARDNE~ CARTON & DOUGLAS
1301 K Street, N.W.
Suite 900, East Tower
Washington, D.C. 20005

ELERT & ASSOCIATES
c/o Ed Hazelwood
140 Third Street South
Stillwater, MN 55082

ERICSSON CORPORAnON
c/o David C. Jatlow
Young & Jatlow
Suite 600
2300 N Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

ESPN AND ESPN2
c/o Edwin M. Durso
60S Third Avenue
New Yo~NY 10158-0180

FEDERAL mGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
c/o Chri~eJo~n

400 7th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20590

~LSBOROUGHCOUNTY

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR
c/o BJ. Smith
P.O. Box 1110
Tampa, FL 33601



LAKE COUNTY fNFORMATION SERVICES
E9-1-1 TELECOMMUNICATIONS
clo Bruce E. Thorburn
P.O. Box 7800
Taveres, FL 32778-7800

NATIONAL EMERGENCY NUMBER ASSOCIATION (NENA)
c/o John Schroeder
8744 Government Drive
New Port Richey, FL 34654

GE CAPITAL-RESCOM
c/o Danny E. Adams

Ann M. Plaza
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

A.P.C.O.-GEORGIA CHAPTER
c/o James M. Dye
140 N. Marietta Parkway
Marietta., GA 30060

CITY OF MARlETTA EMERGENCY COMMUNlCAnONS
c/o Robert L. Williams, Jr.
112 Haynes Street, Suite 911
Marietta., GA 30060

NATIONAL EMERGENCY NUMBER ASSOCIATION
GEORGIA CHAPTER
c/o James M. Dye
140 N. Marietta Parkway
Marietta, GA 30060

GEOTEK COMMUNICAnONS, INC.
c/o Susan H.R Jones
Gardner, Carton & Douglas
1301 K Street, N.W.
Suite 900, East Tower
Washington, D.C. 20005
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GTE
c/o Andre 1. Lachance

David J. Gudino
1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036

HARRIS CORPORATION
clo R. Daniel Foley
P.O. Box 1188
Novato, CA 94948-1188

HONG, SCOTI
667 Arbor Lane
Warminster. PA 18974

lOB MOBILE COMMUNICAnONS. INC.
clo Robert S. Koppel

Richard S. Whitt
15245 Shady Grove Road
Suite 460
Rockville, MD 20850

ILLINOIS TELEPHONE ASSOCIAnON
c/o John F. Tharp
P.O. Box 730
Springfield, IL 62705

INTERNATIONAL COMMUNICAnONS ASSOCIAnON
c/o Brian R. Moir
Moir &:. Hardman
2000 L Street, N.W.
Suite 512
Washington, D.C. 20036-4907

INTERAGENCY COMl\tfiTTEE ON SEARCH AND RESCUE (lCSAR)
clo Chainnan Pennington
United States Coast Guard
2100 2nd Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20593-0001

KENTIJCKY EMERGENCY NUMBER ASSOCIAnON (KENA)
c/o Jack Y. Sharp
1240 Airport Road
Frankfort, KY 40601
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KSI INC.
elo Charles 1. Hinkle, Jr.
7630 Little River Turnpike
Suite 212
Annandale, VA 22003

LIBERTY CELLULAR
c/o David L. Nace

Marci E. Greenstein
Lukas, McGowan, Nace & Gutierrez
1111 19th Street, N.W.
12th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

CADDOPAIDSHCO~CATIONS

DISTRICT NUMBER ONE
eI0 Martha Carter
1144 Texas Avenue
Shreveport, LA 71101

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY AND CORRECTIONAL
SERVICES EMERGENCY NUMBER SYSTEMS BOARD
c/o Theodore I. Weintaub
Suite 209, Plaza Office Center
6776 Reisterstown Road
Baltimore, MD 21215-2341

OFFICES OF TIlE ATIORNEY GENERAL
c/o Stephen H. Sachs

Emory A. Pli~ Ir.
e.I. Messerschmidt

Munsey Building
Calvert and Fayette Streets
Baltimore, MD 21202-1918

MCI TELECOMMUNICATIONS CORP.
clo Larry A. Blosser

Donald 1. Elardo
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
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JACKSON COUNTY EMERGENCY COMMUNICATIONS
DISTRICT MISSISSIPPI CHAPTER OF NENA
c/o Patricia M. Balduf
600 Convent Avenue
Pascagoula, MS 39567

MOTOROLA, INC.
c/o Michael D. Kennedy

Michael A. Menius
1350 I Street, N.W.
Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20005

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF REGULATORY
UTILITY COMMISSIONERS
c/o Paul Rodgers
P.O. Box 684
Washington, D.C. 20044

NATIONAL CELLULAR SAFETALK CENTER INC.
c/o John Cusack
385 Airport Road, Suite A
Elgin, IL 60123

DEPARTMENT OF LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY
STATE OFFICE OF THE ATIORNEY GENERAL
c/o George N. Rover
Hughes Justice Complex
CN080
Trento~NJ 08625-0080

NEXTEL CO~CATIONS, INC.
elo Robert S. Foosaner

Lawrence R. Krevor
800 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1001
Washington, D.C. 20006

NORTH AlYffiRICAN TELECOMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION
c/o Albert H. Kramer

Robert F. Aldrich
Keck, Mahin & Cate
1201 New York Avenue, N.W.
Penthouse Suite
Washington, D.C. 20005·3919
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NATIONAL EMERGENCY NUMBER ASSOCIAnON
cia Roy D. Meredith
P.O. Box 429
High Point. NC 27261-0429

EMERGENCY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITIEE
cia Lyle V. Gallagher
P.O. Box 5511
Bismarck, ND 58502-5511

NORTHERN TELECOM INC.
c/o Stephen L. Goodman
Halprin, Temple & Goodman
1100 New York Avenue, N.W.
Suite 650 East
Washington, D.C. 20005

NYNEX COMPANIES
c/o Edward R. Who11

Jacqueline E. Holmes Nethersole
120 Bloomingdale Road
White Plains, NY 10605

911 ASSOCIATION OF CENTRAL
OKLAHOMA GOVERNMENTS
c/o Zach D. Taylor
Six Broadway Executive Park
6600 North Harvey Place
Suite 200
Oklahoma City, OK 73116-7913

OPASTCO
c/o Lisa M. Zaina
21 Dupont circle, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20036

ORBITAL COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
clo Albert Halprin
Halprin, Temple & Goodman
1100 New York Avenue, N.W.
Suite 650 East
Washington, D.C. 20005
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OREGON STATE POLICE EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT DIVISION
c/o David C. Yandell
595 Cottage Street, N.E.
Salem, OR 97310

PACIFIC BELL, NEVADA BELL AND
PACIFIC BELL MOBILE SERVICES
c/o James P. Tuthill

Betsy Stover Granger
140 New Mongomery Street, Room 1525
San Francisco, CA 94105

PERSONAL COMMUNICAnONS
fNDUSTRY ASSOClAnON (PClA)
c/o Mark 1. Golden
1019 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washingto~ D.C. 20036

PERTECH AMERICA, fNC.
c/o Michael 1. Celeski
One Illinois Center
III East Wacker Drive
Suite 500
Chicago, IL 60601

PRO-WEST &: ASSOCIATES
c/o Philip G. Sailer
P.O. Box 812
Walker, MN 56484

PROCTOR
c/o O.C. Lee
15050 Northeast 36th
RedmoncL WA 98052-5317

REDeOM LABORATORIES INC.
c/o Jerome S. Caplan
One Redcom Center
Victor, NY 14564-0995
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RURAL CELLULAR ASSOCIAnON
c/o David L. Jones
2120 L Street, N.W.
Suite 520
Washington, D.C. 20037

SIEMENS ROLM COMMUNICATIONS INC.
c/o Scott E. Wollaston, Esq.
P.O. Box 58075
Santa Clara, CA 95052-8075

SOUTHWESTERN BELL MOBILE SYSTEMS, INC.
c/o Bruce E. Beard, Esq.
17330 Preston Road, Suite lOOA
Dallas, IX 75252

FOREST A. SOUTHWICK
107 Bent Twig Road
Easley, SC 29642-9523

SPRINGWICH CELLULAR LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
c/o Jean L. Kiddoo

Shelley L. Spencer
Swidler &, Berlin
3000 K Street, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007

STANFORD TELECOMMUNICAnONS, INC.
c/o Herman A. Bustamante
1221 Crossman Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94089-1117

STANFORD TELECOMMUNICAnONS, INC.
cio Leonard Schuchman
1761 Business Center Drive
Reston, VA 22090

STARSYS GLOBAL POSITIONING, INC.
c/o Raul R. Rodriguez

Stephen D. Baruch
Levent.l:\al, Senter & Lennan
2000 K Street, N.W., Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20006


